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REMARKS 

Claims 1-20 are pending in trie application. Claims 1-20 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a). CEMtSl Sx Snter 

SEP I 9 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. § 103(e) 

Claims 1 -20 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent Number 6,148.069 issued to Ekstfom et a|. on November 14, 
2004 in view of U.S. Patent Application Number 2004/0017908 issued to Pelletier 
et al. dated January 29. 2004. 

Applicants have avoided this ground of rejection for the following reasons. 

Applicants assert that even if it were proper to combine the cited, 
references, the resulting combination would not make obvious applicants' claims. 
This is because neither Ekstfom nor Pelletier teach or suggest applicants' claim 1 
limitation, as amended, that now recites, 

"a control compohSht that comprises ah interface usable by an 
administrator to designate one Or more tones arid one or more 
announcements that an? playable in a communication session as 
interruptible, wherein the one or more tones designated as inteiruptible 
comprise a> ring back tones. bV audible alerting tones, c) congestion 
tones, d) reorder tones. iaV ball waiting tones, ft bard e in tones: a) denial 
tone bursts! hi incoming additional call tones, and ft priority additional call 
' tones .' 

As stated in the Office Action, Ekstrom does not teach this limitation. 
Applicants note that Pelletier doss not teach the limitation either. Instead, 
Pelletier discloses that a subscriber may press a key on a i telephone to interrupt 
a dial tone information stream, as stated in paragraph 0023. Therefore, Pelletier 
only interrupts dial tone information streams, e.g., streaming audio dial tone, as 
stated in paragraphs 0023-0027. Thus, Pelletier is missing the elements "a) ring 
back tones, b) audible alerting tones, c) congestion tones, d) reorder tones, e) 
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call waiting tones, f) barge in tones, g) denial tone bursts, h) incoming additional 
call tones, and i) priority additional call tones", as recited in applicants 1 claim 1. 

Thus, the clear teaching of Ekstrom with Pelietier is that the one or more 
tones designated as interruptibje do not comprise a) ring back tones, b) audible 
alerting tones, c) congestion tones, d) reorder tones, e) call waiting tones, f) 
barge in tones, g) denial tone bursts, h) incoming additional call tones, and i) 
priority additional call tones. 

Since neither reference teaches or suggests that "the one or more tones 
designated as interruptible comprise a) ring back tones, b) audible alerting tones, 
c) congestion tones, d) reorder tories, e) call waiting tones, f) barge in tones, g) 
denial tone bursts, h) incoming additional calf tones, and j) priority additional call 
tones", as recited in applicants' claim 1, a OTmbinatiori of the references cannot 
teach or suggest the limitation. Therefore clainl 1 is hot obvious. 

Since claims 2-13 depend from allowably ciaifri 1 , these claims are also 
allowable over the proposed combination of Ekstrom ^nd Pelietier 

Independent claims 14 and 20 each have ^ limitation similar to that of 
independent claim 1, which was shown & hot taught by the proposed 
combination. For exartipte, claims 14 arid 20 rfccfte; "wherein the one or nriore 
tones designated as interruptible comprise a)?injg bafek tones, b) audible alerting 
tones, c) congestion tones, d) reorder tones, e> c^ll v^ tones, f) barge in 
tones, g) denial tone bursts, h) incoming additional bail tones, and i) priority 
additional call tones". The proposed combination of ikajtroni and Pelietier does 
hot teach or suggest this limitation for the iabbve-mentioned reasons. Therefore,; 
claims 14 and 20 are likewise allowable over the proposed combination. Since 
claims 15-19 depend from claim 14, these dependent claims are also allowable 
over the proposed combination. 

Claim Amendments 

Claims 2-5, 9-10, 12 and 16 were amended to &dd the term "and". Claims 
3, 15, and 19 were amended p change the tenfi "0h^)c^ b to fl and". 
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CENTRAL FAX CENTER 
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Conduston SEP 1 9 2006 

It is respectfully submitted that the Office Action's rejections have been 
overcome and that this application is now in condition for allowance. 
Reconsideration and allowance are, therefore, respectfully solicited. 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, allowance of all claims 
pending is respectfully requested. If a telephone conference would be of 
assistance in advancing the prosecution of this application, the Examiner is 
invited to call applicants' attorney. 

Respectfully submitted, 




Carmen S. Patti 
Attorney for Applicants 
Reg, No. 26,784 



Dated: September 19, 2006 



Carmen B. Patti & Associates, LLC 
Customer Number 47382 
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